

Harold v/oicberg 

Route B, Frfideridc, nici. 21701 

August 1972 

Dear Hr, 'i^homs H. Kelley, 

Your letter of August 28 begins, “Tho Secret Service is unable to furnish you vd.th tlie 
information requested in your letter of August 19,1972,'* If this is true, as I believe it 
is not, I thou believe it aiiiounts to confession of a crime* The third paragi^inh of my letter 
fljequests " aco^^y of wliatever law or other logal autliority permitted the Secret Sei’vic© to 
dispose of this govomnent property,'* nomoly film purchased from federal appropriations* 

1 moreover, this film, once exposed, was covered by regulations which 1 believe Ixav© the 
force and effect of law* 

If the Secret Service did not violate the lav in disposing of tliis film, tlie it does 
liavo and. can provide me with copies of the logoi autliorization requested* I renew tids request* 

If tlds govemi*i.nt property was illegally disposed of, should not crddnal action be insti- 
tuted, begiiiiiing vdth person who authorized it and continuing tlirough all hands, includ- 
ing those who transported it out of govornaent possession? As a citir.en and taxpayer I believe 
this to be as true as if wlmt was illegally disposed of was, say, a typeirritor* 

In the) same sense, thi.) rest of tids paragrajili is susceptible of ST)ecific response and 
I renew ny ropuest with resx^ect thereto. There are or therefore not '*any rulings, interpreta- 
tions, decisions or any other records involved* ** horoovorlf a nimibor of controlling 
decisions, if those formerly enjoyed an immune st^itu.s, tliat lias been waived, 

ily next para,-raph refers to a memorandum of Secret Service composition referring in 
turn to the exposure to liglit of certain autopsy filia. Tho Secret Sei’vice is the agency of 
origin^dc and under tho lavf the ’’agency of paramount interest'** T}jio meinorandum exists, has 
been shovai to others who liave published its contents, and I renew my request for a copy of 
it from tho agency of both origin and paramount interest* (l have already provided you a 
copy 01 the relevant pogo of the Attorney Qeneral^s Hemorandum on 5 b'.S,(;.952.) Tho remainder 
of tids paiagrakliciakes roqvest for identifiable docinneiits, the roqid-reiaont of the law* 

You wako a distiiiction in your letter between "iidormation and any documents". This 
paragraph makes wiiat I believe is a perfectlj; proper request for inforiii^ition on v/hich tJiere 
may or nay not bo other records liaving to do with lightQdamag© to film or the destruction 
of any evidonce rolatin ; to the assassination of the President. Vdi-. n there is at least one 
existing official and quoted record on this, can you truthfully say, as you do say, f The 
Secret Service is unable to furnish you with tho inforniation requested" and "Vic do not 
liavo such itiformation"? 

You say fui^ther requosts for any informtion about the assassination should b-3 addj^essed 
to thu i-rcldvist* I have and oxorcise my rights under the law and pui*suant to them I oleot 
to address the .'3ecrot Hervico* iloreovor, the Arcldvist lias himself ruled on tids so rtq^otitiously 
I ought not have to remind you* It is thus that I addressed the Secret Sor'/ice to begin witj>* 

I do not believe tliat any ox poste factor act by tho Secret Sor^/ice changes' tids* I don’t 
d licvo tliero is a cdnglo thing I iiave asked of you that was not pert oC the fii^t request 
made ^tcr Deferral by the Archivist and pursuant to written Secret Service invitation* 

I adiidt the beginning of my latter may be in a different category* I do not taow and 
have not consulted counsel, I would still i^refer not to luive to* So I pre sent this to you, 
personally, on this basis: did you tell mo the truth, the- whole truth and iiotldng but the 
truth? I trusted you to tell mo tho* truth, accepted and wrote it as tho truth, and I do not 
now want to araend tiiat writing to say you did not* For some years I have liad a different view 
of the potdtion and problems of tlio Booret Service in this matter, which is somutldng separate 
from the documontary record of tho past. You have involved my personal integiity and tho obll^ 
gation I feel to the making of an accurato historical record* I talce both seriously* So what 
I am really amdng is to bo put in a position not to liave to add a footnote or other cor.u.tent 
t/iat in one way or anothor would liuvo to say that The Uon. Thomas J* Kelley, Assistant Director 
of tho Si^crot Service in charge of keo^Jing /uaeidcan /ropdde^nts alive liod. Tho choice is 
yours, not mine* 

Sincei^ly, 


Harold Woisborg 


